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09/866,022 
Examiner 



Art Unit 

T^^MAIlf^DATE OFtJ^S COMMUNICATION^ ' S ^° ^'"^ ^ MONTH(S) FROM 

StatUS " ad ' US,mem - See 37 CFR 1 - 7M W 9 S communica,io ". ^en if timely filed, may reduce any 

1)D Responsive to communications) filed on 

2a)D This action is FINAL oh\K?\ Th.c ■ 

^ D )l£l This action is non-final 

4) 13 Claim(s) 3Z^3 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) bf the above claim(s) is /are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) U Claim(s) j s /are allowed. 

6) (S1 Claim(s) 37-63 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

AppnSio?^ — " '° reS,M ° n e ' eC,,0n KtlUire ™'- 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

1 0)D The drawing(s) filed on is /are: a, D accepted or b, D objected to by the Examiner 

App„cant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be he,d in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 
The proposed drawing correction filed on is - a )n aooro^H wn h- 

„ ;u a PP roved b)U disapproved by the Examiner 

Ifapproved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action V Examiner. 

12) G The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. ' 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 (a)-(d) or (0 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: ( °' 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 

See the attached detailed Office action for a list of thi oJmcS£Z received 

C,ai ; d ° meStiC ^ 35 — « "«« * a P— action, 

Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 1—1 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5 H Smry (Pf 0 " 41 3 > Pa P er N°(s). 

3) U Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) g) □ oth^r * ' nf ° rma ' ApP ' iCati ° n < PT °- 15 2) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Double Patenting 

The nonstatus double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in pubiic policy (a poHcy reflected in the statute) s0 as t0 prevent the ^ 
improper timewise extension of the "righ, to exclude" granted by a paten, and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodnan, 1 , F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. .993,; ,n re Lon gi , 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. , 985); /„ „ Van Orn um , 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); /„ „ Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 
(CCPA 1970);and, In re Thoringlon, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatus double patenting ground 
provided the confl.cting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned win, this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

■ Effective January., 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign aterminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 37 - 63 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of double patenting over 
claims 1 - 26 of U. S. Paten, No. 6,040,622 since the claims, if allowed, would improperly extend 
the "right to exclude" already granted in the patent. 
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Art Unit: 



The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the patent and is 
covered by the patent since the patent and the application are claiming common subject matter, as 
follows: 



The claims of both the patent and the application are directed to semiconductor memory 
packages. The present application claims the package as a "memory card" while the patent claims 
are directed to a "package" however structurally the two appear to be the same. 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was prevented from presenting 
claims corresponding to those of the instant application during prosecution of the application 
which matured into a patent. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 USPQ 210 (CCPA 1968). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Roy Potter whose telephone number is (703) 308 - 4106. 



See also MPEP § 804. 
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Technology Center 2800 



Potter 

September 23,2002 



